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appearance on behalf of the eccentric and loquacious "Lord"
George Sanger of circus fame and a protracted, unsavoury and
sensational case in the divorce court concerning the custody of
a child, his most noteworthy case was the action, tried in
November before the Lord Chief Justice and a special jury, in
which Dr. Bayliss, Assistant Professor of Physiology at University
College, London, sued for damages for libel and slander the Hon.
Stephen Coleridge, son of a former Lord Chief Justice and
honorary secretary of the Antivivisection Society. Mr. Coleridge
had on May 1 of the same year addressed a meeting at the St.
James's Hall on his favourite topic 5 and in the course of his
speech, which was duly reported hi the Press, he had read what
he described as "the written statement of an eyewitness of what
went on in the University College of London, every syllable of
which statement had been confirmed by another eyewitness
present at the same time and place."

The authoress of the statement proved to be a young Swedish
lady, Miss Lind af-Hageby, daughter of a former Chief Justice
of Sweden, who afterward became well known in England for
her antivivisectionist activities, while her companion was a Miss
Schartan, daughter of a General Staff officer of the Swedish Army.
They had both been educated in England and had then gone to
Paris, where they had acquired such a horror of vivisection that
on their return to Sweden they had founded a society, of which
they were joint honorary secretaries, for its suppression. In
February, 1905, they wrere in England for the purpose of studying
methods of teaching physiology here, and on the second of the
month they first attended one of Dr. Bayliss's lectures. The
statement publicly read by Mr. Coleridge contained a graphic and
gruesome account of the sights and sounds observed by them on
this occasion, with special reference to an experiment conducted
upon a brown dog, which was said to have been muzzled so tightly
as to be deprived of every power to give audible expression to its
pain but to have struggled forcibly during the whole operation.

Miss af-Hageby's statement concluded :

No anaesthetic had "been administered in my presence and the
lecturer said nothing about any attempt to anaesthetize the animal having
been made. When an anaesthetic has been given, good care is generally
taken to tell the audience about it, and as a rule the anaesthesia must be
kept up by repeated administrations of the anaesthetic used. Nothing of
the kind was done here, and the violent and purposeful struggles of the
dog indicated complete consciousness. ... Is not this enough to make the
blood run cold? If this is not torture, let Mr. Bayliss and his friends Lord
Lister and Sir Victor Horsley tell us, in Heaven's name, what torture is,